
Dear Dr. Snell: 
me enclosed responds to your postcard repest. 
It would be amusing if the particles imolved in abortive or ':phenotypic': 

tramductione were mmotelg analogous to your enkancjlng factor. Stocker and 3 
are writing up the work in aom detail how for publ. in Genetics arad in Jour. 
Qen.Xierobiol-also Stocker has some mpre on it in a recent syr~~posiu~ oh l%cterial 
Anatorryf~ of the See. Gen. ?dicrobisl. It is wurthmentioning that the m&.&al 
motilety-conferred-,D~ticles In Sslrraonella also alter +A 
bacterium so that,Y.gos the tran&&ent FL-L- Hlbh Fla+ Ml cell reacts bo+th as b and 2s 

.f antigenbity of the 

i. 
I wish I had read your paper in the 25yr Syxp. before vent&q 02 tie comentar_a 

in the ;-cent &&.tes Tu.mor conference i3f the WAS, I do want to esk you whether 
a> the enh zming factor should be regarded as a specific orgataelle of the cell (amlc- 
gous to flageliaj( rather than a sfmple chemical substage, :and b) a&ether you had 
recent data on the ebvlous ~;uestion whether,e.g., ara H mouse nade Atdernnt to k 
now is imunogenic for (or carries cells ismunogenie f&j k. The recent paper 
by Barnes et al in Datum oh rat/mouse chimeras also leaves EM confused whether 
there night not be tm mechanisms of tolerance involving either whole cell-transplants 
and travmduction of-&%x particles, 'irs. sincerelyp 


